(Op. Cit., pp. 453 and 454.) I should here add that, so far as I can ascertain, the fever of Rajpootana, the fever of the Punjab, and that of the Mauritius) are believed by all parties to be the same disease. Whatever view may be ultimately accepted as correct, regarding the nature of the fever, whether malarious or relapsing, both classes of observers are unanimous that all the epidemics referred to in the preceding remarks are of the same disease. Also, it is not intended that it should be understood that rain is perfectly inert in relation to fever : but that, as a cause of fever, it should be reduced from the primary and all important position commonly assigned to it to a secondary position. Although rain will not produce fever, it will aggravate an existing epidemic. When the exciting causes of the fever under notice are present, that is to say, insufficiency of food or contagion, a fall of rain will aid in developing or bringing out the fever, and assist its spread in somewhat the same way in which it aids in the sprouting of a seed and the maturation of a plant; but in the absence of these exciting causes rain is inert. An epidemic of relapsing fever may be lighted up in the absence of rain, and it may decline and disappear during the prevalence of the heaviest rains : 
